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REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

SR-6J
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T

BAY 29 2003

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Triangle Products
2111 Industrial Parkway
Elkhart, IN 46516

Re: GENERAL NOTICE OF LIABILITY
Himco Dump Site, County Road 10 and the Nappanee Street
Extensicn Elkhart, Indiana

Dear Sir/Madam:

The Urited Staces Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.. ©PA) has
documentec the relesase or threatened release of hazaraoous
substances, pollutarts and contaminants at the HIMCO Dump Site
(the Site). A Supplenentzal Site [nvestigaticn/Site '
Characterization Report (S3I/SC) has been completed which.
supplements the Remedial Investigation (RI) and Feasibility Study
(FS) Repcrts pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C.
‘Section 9601 et seq., as amended.by the Superfund Amendments and
Reauthorization Act of 1986, Public -Law 99-499 (CERCLA).

The U.S. EPA has spent, and will continue to spend, public funds
to investigate releases or threatened releases of hazardous
substances pursuant to Section 104 of CERCLA. The SSI/SC Report,
which was released to the public in April 2003, describe findings
on the nature and extent of contamination at the Site. Based on
the findings of the SSI/SC Repcrt, a Proposed Plan to amend the
September 1993 Record of Decision (ROD) to address the conditions
at the Site was released in April 2003. The Proposed Plan to
~amend the ROD for the Site is enclosed with this notice as
Enclosure A to this letter. The opportunity to comment on the
Proposed Plan is scheduled to close on June 29, 2003. After
expiration of the public comment period following the release of
the Proposed Plan, the Regional Administrator will issue an
Amendment which may modlfy the remedial action to be completed at
the Site.
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An Administrative Record containing documents that for
for the Agency’s propozal on t ]

available for your inspection at - 2 Elkhart Public Library,
300 South Second Street, Elkhart, Indiana and at the U.S. EPA
Regional Office, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois.

Additional Response Actions

U.S. EPA is currently planning to ccnduct the following
additional response activities at the Site:
(1) Design and implementation of the remedial action
selected and approved by U.S. EPA and the Indiana
Department of Environmental Management for the Site;

and,

(2) Provision of any monitoring, operation and maintenance
necessary at the Site after the remedial action is
completed. -

Pursuant to its authorities under CERCLA and other laws, U.S. EPA
may decide that other clean-up activities are also necessary to
protect public health, welfare and the environment.

Unless the U.S. EPA determines that a' Potentially Responsible
Party (PRP) or group of PRPs will voluntarily undertake the
remedial action necessary at the Site, U.S. EPA is authorized by
Section 104 of CERCLA to undertake the remedial action itself.
Under Section 107 of CERCLA, the U.S. EPA will seek reimbursement
from PRPs of all costs incurred in connection with the action
taken. Such costs may include, but are not limited to,
expenditures for investigation, planning, response, and
enforcement activities. Moreover, under Section 106 of CERCLA,
U.S. EPA may order PRPs to implement relief actions deemed
necessary by U.S. EPA to protect the public health, welfare, or
environment, should those PRPs decline to voluntarily undertake
remedial action at the Site.

GENERAL NOTICE

Pursuant to its authority under Section 104 (a) of CERCLA, the
U.S. EPA is therefore issuing this General Notice to notify you
of potential liability which you may have incurred with respect
to the Site. This letter provides you an opportunity to enter
into negotiations to reimburse the U.S. EPA for costs incurred to
date at the Site and to voluntarily undertake the completion of
any future remedial action. Special notice procedures pursuant




to Section 122 {(e) of CERCLA are not beingrused. at this time
Special notiece procedures my Le used In the future, however,
before ithe initiation of remedial action at the facility The
U.S. EPA will determine if a moratorium period for formal
negotiations as set forth in Section 122(e) would facilitate an
agreement between PRPs, and the U.S. EPA to expedite a PRP lead

remedial action.

PRP Organization

The U.S. EPA would like to encourage good faith negotiations
between you and the Agency and among you and other PRPs for the
Site.: To 'assist. the PRPs 'in negotiation with U.,S.. EPA concerning
this matter, U.S. EPA is providing a list of the names and
addresses of other PRPs to whom this notification is being sent.
This list is appended as Enclosure B to this letter. It should
be noted that inclusion on or exclusion from the list does not
constitute a final determination by the Agency concerning the
liability of any party for remediation of Site conditions or
payment of past costs. Also enclosed is a U.S. Small Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act information sheet which may be helpful
if you are a qualified small business subject to U.S. enforcement
action - (Enclosure C)..

In order to effectively negotiate a settlement, it is important
for the PRPs to organize themselves and establish a Steering
Committee. The U.S. EPA strongly encourages you to take
immediate steps to organize into a committee to negotiate an
agreement with U.S. EPA to undertake the remedial actions at the
Site. We hope that you will give this matter your immediate
attention.

Address Verification

As a PRP, you should notify the U.S. EPA in writing within ten
(10) days of receipt of this letter if any information contained
in your address, is incorrect, or if the appropriate contact
person has changed since your last communication with the

U.S. EPA regarding the HIMCO Site. This request will facilitate
further contact with you should the U.S. EPA determine that a
formal RD/RA negotiation period pursuant to CERCLA Section 122 (e)
is appropriate for this Site. Please respond, if necessary, to:

Gwendolyn S. Massenburg

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 West Jackson Boulevard (SR-6J)
Chicago, Illinois 60604




L J

-0r-

Larry L. Johnsocn

Assocliate Regional Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 West Jackson Boulevard ( C-14J)
Chicago, Illinois 60604

-and-

G. Marie Watts

Enforcement Specialist (SR-6J)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 S. Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL 60604

"Further Information

If you need further information regarding this letter, you may
contact Gwendolyn Massenburg, Remedial Project Manager, at

(312) 886-0983. 1If you have an attorney handling your legal
matters, please direct his or her questions to Larry L. Johnson,
Assocliate Regional Counsel, at (312) 886-6609. Tt should be
noted that the factual and legal discussions in this letter are
intended solely to provide notice and information, and such
discussions are not to be construed as a final Agency position on
any matter set forth herein. All other questions should be
directed to G. Marie Watts, Enforcement Specialist at '

(312) 886-7591.

We'appreciate your efforts to comment, if necessary, promptly.

Sincerely yours,

7 .i;’/%ﬁf _ -

es N. Mayka, Chief
emedial Response Branch #2

Enclosures



Michael Chezik

U, 8% Hepartment of Interidt
Ef ~ =y : e |

Ciftice of 'Enviiienmental "Bofil ¢

Custom House, Room 244
200 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Jessica Fliss

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
PH@s Box 6015

Indianapolis, IN 46206
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United States Region 5 lllinois, Indiana,
Environmental Protection 77 West Jackson Boulevard Michigan, Minnesota,
Agency Chicago, lllinois 60604 Ohio, Wisconsin

Himco Dump Cleanup Plan

Revised

Himco Dump Superfund Site
Elkhart, Ind. April 2003

Introduction

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 5, in consultation with
the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM), is propos-
ing to change the original cleanup plan, described in the 7993 Record of
Decision (ROD)! for the Himco Dump Superfund Site (Site), located in
Elkhart, Indiana. For details on previous investigations and design reports,
including other pertinent documents, consult the Administrative Record or
the Information Repository.

EPA is issuing a Proposed Plan for an amendment to the 1993 Record of
Decision. This Proposed Plan is intended to be a short summary of EPA’s
reasons for recommending a change in the Site’s cleanup plan. For those
members of the public who wish to evaluate this proposal, EPA has placed
the detailed supporting documents in the local Information Repository at
the Elkhart Public Library, Pierre Moran Branch, 2400 Benham Ave. EPA
encourages any member of the public to review those documents for further
information. A file in the repository has been created to make the review of
the Proposed Plan easier. It includes evaluations of landfill cover systems
technology, guidance on monitored natural attenuation, and the analyses
of the ground water data, soil data, and soil gas data collected from the
Site. The repository also contains copies of the /1993 ROD, the original /993
Remedial Investigation/Feasiblility Study (RI/FS) and the 1996 Remedial
Design. In addition to the local repository, all documents related to the Site
are available for review at EPA’s regional office located at 77 W. Jackson
Blvd., Chicago, IL.

Your input on the proposed cleanup changes and supporting information is
valuable in the final remedy selection for the Site. EPA encourages the public
to participate in this remedy selection process by reviewing and comment-
ing on the proposed changes presented in this Proposed Plan. The Proposed
Plan is required by Section 117(a) of the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amend-
ed by Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Acts (SARA) 1986.
Before a final decision is made to amend the /1993 ROD, EPA will hold a
public meeting and a public comment period to accept comments from resi-
dents and other individuals interested in the Site. As a result of new informa-
tion or comments received, EPA may modify the proposed ROD amendment.
Therefore, the public is encouraged to review and comment on the proposed
modifications to the original ROD. For more information regarding the Site

I Words in bold are defined in the glossary section.




N and the Proposea’ Plan see the Srte documents that are .-
: ;avarlable in the Informatlon Repository. Co

‘ 'The 30-day public comment period beglns Aprrl ll 2003' N
. and extends through May 12, 2003 (see sectlon entrtled'-
- “Public Comment lnvrted”) -

' Srte Locatron and Background

- Himco Dump 1s a closed landfill coverlng appr0x1mately a
The Site 1s located at .County Road. 10 and.

" the Nappanee Street Extensron in the town of Elkhart, - -
~ Elkhart County, Ind. The Site was privately owned and
operated by -Himco Waste-Away Services Inc., repre-
. sented by Charles. Himes, and was in operation between L
1960 and 1976. The area was initially a mixture ofmarsh- ’

; and grassland “There wasno liner, leachate collectlon or
.- gas recovery system- constricted as part of the landfill. -

" An estimated two- thrrds of the waste in the landfill- was k.
';"'calcrum sulfate from Miles Laboratories.” "As many as .
360 tons per day were: dumped over.an. unknown “time - -
DR perrod -Other waste: accepted included’ household and-
' ._ﬁcommercral refuse construction and demohtlon debris;. ) .

' - . and industrial and medical waste. In 1976, the landfill
L was closed and covered. The cover consisted of approxi- .-
. _mately 1-foot.of sand overlymg a calcrum sulfate layer.
_ The drea ‘bordering the southern perimeter of the landﬁll R
- consists of construction rubble ‘mixed’ wrth a non- natrve N
soil and has been named the constructron debris area.
The construction debris area boundaries were defined pri- - -
'marrly from 13 test trenches excavated in. 1991 ‘during’ the’
“second phase of the field studies-conducted for the RI/F S
' ‘publrshed in August 1992 (Donohue) o .

60 acres.

o | Prevrous Site Actrvrtres and Enforcement
~ e 1971 - Indiana State Board of Health (ISBH) ﬁrst

identified the Site as an open dump. .

e 1974 - ISBH analyzed samples from shallow resrden—

. tial wells located immediately south of the landﬂll

-after receiving-complaints about the color, taste, and -

*odor of the ground water from the shallow wells,

finished at a-depth of approximately 22 feet below ;
. ‘ground surface-(bgs).  The analyses indicated the' C

" presénce of high levels of manganese and iron. =
ISBH advised Mr. Himes to replace six shallow -

o water wells with deep wells for the residences imme-
~ diately south of thé landfill on'County Road 10.: The
- new wells were finished at depths ranging from 152

~ to 172 feet bgs. - Well logs indicated that these wells = - ' o
S e September 1991 — Test prts were excavated to char- o

" acterize the Site’s constituents- durmg the'R/. During” -+
 one of the excavations, large quantities of leachate .~ - |
were’ observed ﬂowmg from the landﬁll s ﬁll materl— L

were finished below-a clay confining layer. The
existence of a confining layer was not venﬁed in

- _EPA’s 1992 Remedial Investrgatron

o 1975= Charles Hrmes Sr., owrier and operator of
the Site, signed a consent- agreement with the ISBH

- Stream Pollutron Control Board to close’ the dump by' :
R September 1976 with the apphcatron of final cover

~ consisting of calcium sulfate overlain' by sand.

- o 1981.— The United States Geologlc Survey- (USGS), -

in cooperation with the Indiana Department of -

o Natural Resources and the Elkhart Water Works, -

completed a three- year study to.determine the extent..

" ‘of the leachate plume potentially emanatrng from the

‘Site'by’ using bromide concentration in the ground
water as an indicator. This study is detailed in the -
Hydrologic and Chemical Evaluation of the Ground _

"o Water, Resources of Northwest Elkhart County, . -

Indiana, pubhshed in October 1981 (lmbrrgotta and ‘

- ‘Martin). -
~e 1984 — EPA Freld Investrgatron Team (FIT) prepared C
‘a Hazard Ranking System (HRS) scoring package for - .

the Site. - Monitoring wells previously installed. by
the USGS that were'sampled and analyzed showed
" that'the ground water downgradrent of the Site was"
" .contaminated with inorganics, semivolatile. organic, -
Acompounds (SVOCs), and volatile organic com- v

. pounds (VOCs). The i inorganics included alummum -
- arsenic, barrum berylhum cadmium, chromrum -

cobalt, copper, lead, manganese, nrckel mercury, PECE
- selenium), and zinc.- The organic compounds mclud—-'

1,2- drchloroethene Freon, 4- methylphenol phenol

~ -and pyrene.. '
. ‘June 1988 —The Site was proposed for the Nat1onal B

Pnorrtres List O\JPL)

e 1989 — A RI/FS was, 1n1t1ated by SEC Donohue

. under contract for EPA.

. :February 1990 — The Site was placed on the NPL

. _Aprrl 1990 — Due to reports from commumty 1nter— -
-+ _views'indicating that residents with private wells -
* living south of the landfill- were complaining about
..+ the taste, odor, and the color of their.water, EPA’s |
- 'Emergency Response Branch sampled 27 residential * -
~ wells in'late April 1990. The water quahty analysis - .
" indicated relatively high concentratrons of iron, man- ..

- ganese, and ‘sodium. ‘After review of the résults; the
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry-
- (ATSDR) recommended an alternative source of -

potable water, due to the high levels of sodium-3, 600
~ parts per million (ppm) —had profound implicatioris Con

for persons who suffered from hypertensron dlabe-
© tes, and heart ailments. :

ed aceton€, benzene, 2-butanone, chloroéthane, trans-



- _.als. ‘The leachate was observed riear the southern - - -
_. . edge of the landfill. The leachate was analyzed and -
~ . found fo contain, among other hazardous substances :
- "organic solvents including ethylbenzene (6,400 -

ppm), 2-hexanone (29,000 ppm), toluene (480, 000

- ppm), and xylene (44,000 ppm). -These ‘contaminants _. ‘
" all have an inhalation and contact hazard to persons

~ “hear the hazards and have flash points ranging from-
40 t0-90 degrees Fahrenheit: _The test pits where -

.. "the hazardous- substances were. found were. located

y _"-,Wlthm 50 yards of the prrvate resrdences
T e, 'November 1991~ ‘Municipal water service was. _
prov1ded to the residents llvmg south of the land— N
.. fill.: Himeo Waste-Away Services:Inc., Miles - -
. Laboratories, and the City of Elkhart pa1d forthe .. '
e mun1c1pal water services extension to the resrdences '

‘s ‘May 19, 1992 ~ Charles Himies; Jr,, premdent
. of Himco Waste- -Away Services Inc. , signed-an

“Administrative Otder by Consent (AOC) to undertake _
" and complete emergency. removal activities to abate -
-~ conditions that would present an imminent and. sub- -

‘stantlal endangerment fo the public. An additional -

. addrtlonal VOCs were encountered

_' May 22, 1992 EPA m1t1ated an emergency removal-t
- dction.that located and removed 71 55- gallon drums.” .-
R -contamlng VOCs mcludmg ethylbenzene ‘and tolu-
- ene.. -
S ‘.1992 The Hlmco Dump Remedzal Investlgatlon S
NS and.: Feaszblzlty Study (Donohue 1992) report was
o completed The RI fiéld work included geophysws C
~surveying, trenching, soil samplmg, monitoring well - "~ : _
- ", reduce risks. assoc1ated with exposure.to the-contami- * -
~ nated materials: ‘The major elements of the remedlal
"_--actron per the / 993 ROD were:

installation, ground water leachate sampling, land-

- fill waste mass- sampling; residential basement gas ..~
o '_samplmg, surface water and sedlment samplmg, and

.. wetland: determmatlon

.. 1992 The results. of the Baselzne stk Assessment
indicated that the potential excess lifetime ‘cancer

- risk for the Site exceeded the acceptable Superfund a
- -carcinogenic risk range of 1x10 to’1x107, primar- - -
7 ily from the assumed use of on-site contaminated
o ground water under the future use scenario. Risk"
- from ingestion of, dermal contact with, and inhala-
"7 tion of volatiles from ground water presented carci<. .
" . nogenicrisk in the range of 4 xlO 4to 1x10°1. South
"'-(downgradlent) of the landfill, ‘the est1mated excess -
.. - cancer risks to a future adult resident described in the:
\ (- RErepott (Donohue, 1992); was 5x10-3. The method -

_for calculatmg risk mcluded two assumpt1ons

l Chemlcals detected in the soil represented cheml— ;

cals leaching into the ground water, even though the

- chemicals were not detected in any ground water -
‘_.'samples collected. - S

2. For the ground water wells located south of the land—

fill, if chemicals were detected in at least otie ground

. water sample, those chem1cals were evaluated at' .

one-half the. detectron llmlt even 1fthe chemlcals .

~' -were not detected i in a glven exposure pomt (includ- .

" ing leachate samples) Therefore, approximately ¢ .

* - 80_percent of the estimated risk downgradient-of the - .
landfill was attrlbutable to “not detected” chemlcals o

in the ground water. If these-chemicals were truly ’

 absent, the total population cancer Tisk would have -
‘been estimated at 1x10” -3, . due primarily to the pres-- o
_ . .ence of arsenic. and berylllum in ground water and
'_'-polynuclear aromatic’ hydrocarbons (PAHs) in sorl
_(representmg leachmg to ground water).: :

- The Hazard Index for humans 1nteract1ng with the o
Site- exceeded the acceptable- Hazard. Index of 1:0. .
RER .._(Hazard Index of 1:0 or less is desired). For future -

"~ -use of the ground water beneath the landfill, the:

. - requirément of the 40C was.to excavate near the test' .. Hazard Index values were 500 to1,000. Antlmony

‘. . pits identified (TL- 5)in ‘order to locate the buried-
“». VOCs and their source;, and also to conduct llmlted _

. extens10n of contamination surveys along the south
~ east central periphery of the Sité to assure that no .

- “was the primary. contr1butor to that risk.” The other
o chemrcals contrlbutmg to risk included arsemc
; -beryll1um cadmium, chrom1um vanadium; alpha— -
- chlordane;, and nitrate/nitrite. In addmon to ground -
. ‘water; there was.an"estimated. excéss cancer risk-of .
1x10° T toa future re51dent llvmg south of the landﬁll

where’ PAHs were, detected n. the 5011

o September 1992 - Ttie Proposea’ Cleanup Plan was .

. issued to the publ1c for review and comment. -+t : -

. September 30, 1993 ‘EPA 1ssued the ROD for the

. Site.. The: purpose of the selected remedial action;
.. as specrﬁed in the ROD, was to: ‘eliminate or reduce’

the migration of contaminants to, ground water and to

1 Construction of a composrte harrler landﬁll cover _. '
'(cap) consrstmg of the followmg components '

.¢_An 18-inch- th1ck vegetatlve soil layer
e A 6-inch- thrck sand dramage layer

' .0__,'40 mil high densrty polyethylene flexrble 3
. membrane liner; -

* e 2-foot- thlck low permeablllty (l xlO 7) clay

'l1ner and -

. A soil buffer layer of varrable thrckness to. L

-fattam the State of Indiana grade requ1rements '
4 percent m1n1mum) '

: 2 Use of institutional controls on landﬁll property
- to lrmrt land and: ground water use
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\ -‘,'Summary of Site RISk

3 Installatlon of an active landﬁll gas collectlon L
_ system. including a vapor, phase carbon system to
~"treat the.off-gas from the. landfill.

4. .Ground water monitoring to ensure effectrveness
- of the remedial action and to evaluate the need for
" future ground water treatment. :

5 Mltlgatrve measiires to be taken durmg the
- remedial-construction activities to mlmmlze
adverse 1mpacts to wetlands

: Post ROD Site Actlvmes

_ The overall objectlves of the post- ROD actrvrtles were
to, gather additional data to supplement the existing data .

~. such as a soil gas mvestrgatlon needed to supplement the

" Final Pre-Design Technical Memorandum, Himco Dump -

’_Superfund Site (USACE, .1996), and. a supplemental
human ‘health risk. evaluatron needed for the-construc-
tion debrls area to the south: of the Site. The purpose of
‘the recent Supplemental Risk Assessment was to conduct

" human health risk evaluations for the'Site’s off- property

areas that were not addressed 1n the 1992 Baselme Risk .

' .Assessment for the. constructron debrls area Additional -

iground water data was needed to'ensure the effectrveness

~of the’ 1993 remedial action and to evaluate the need for ;

- future ground water treatment

- | ‘The supplemental mvestlgatlons mclude the September
1995 sampling event (detailed in the Final Pre-Design

Technical Memorandum, Hzmco Dump Superfund Site, .
-'USACE, March 1996), and the 1996 Supplemental- Srte
Invest1gat1on characterlzmg data involving the ground

- water downgradient of the landfill: In the 1996 and the

i 1998 1nvest1gat10ns data was collected from the construc-

" - tion debris area soils, soil gas, and ground water-(down

- gradlent) of the landfill. The investigations conducted -
'-_"-durrng Apr1l and’ May and November 2000-involved. -

' characterlzmg ground water migrating east and southeast «
 (side- gradient) of the landfill. All the 1nvest1gat1ve and ’
-risk. evaluation data as collected in order to'get additional *
information to determine whether’ further remedial ele-

o 'ments were necessary and warranted in the construction

debr1s area and the area surroundmg thé landfill affected -

b,y the ground water migrating from the Site. A complete *
- list of contaminants and sampling results for the sampling -

analysis of 1995 2000 maybe found in the Himco Diump
Superfund Site. Supplemental - Site Investzgatzon/Szte
Characterzzatton Report (USACE 2002)

-~ The 1992 risk assessment estrmated the rlsk from expo-

sure to ground water arid the. landfill proper but did not -

-chemicals and. pathways

L address the constructlon debrls area or the eastem off-51te -
. residential area. The construction debris area is approxr-’
o ‘mately 4 acres in size and is subd1v1ded into seven . - .
tesidential and one" commercral property parcels: The
. res1dent1al properties-are occupred but the commercral-
. “parcel is vacant. The existing homes on the residential
-parcels are connected to the local mun1crpal water supply.

However; these homes also have operable water wells. .

 The 2002 Supplementa/ Risk Assessment: 1dent1f1ed the
‘-_constructlon debris area and the eastern resrdentral area. B
- as exposure pathways for the Site. The exposure routes S
‘for-these areas are dermial contact with the ground water
- (showering or bathing);-contact. w1th thesoil; inhaling -
“vapors.from .the ground. water ‘or the’ so1l drmkmg the_-'.\' e
'-ground water; and mgestmg the: sorl '

‘EPA generally. attempts to’ reduce the excess lrfetrme'

‘cancer risk at Superfund sites to a range of 1 x- 104 to . .
1 x 10, (1"in 10,°000 to 1"in.one ‘million). The excess
_lifetime cancet risk levels are determined-by multrplymg .
“the ‘intake levels by the cancer potency factor for each

- contaminant ‘of concern and summmg across all relevant o

expressed in scientific notation. (eg L.x10 4)

taminants for a given target organ Any hazard index

“value greater than 1.0 suggests’ that a non- carcrnogen. LT
_\_’potentlally presents an unacceptable health risk. " For

“detailed information pertaining to the Tisks assocnated-
*_with the Site, consult.the. Himco Dimp Superfund Site~

;Supplemental Site Inveslzgatzon/Szte Characterlzanon

Report (USACE 2002) T

-Constructlon Debns Area -

-Although the Max1mum Contammant Level (MCL) for- _

- drinking water has not been exceeded recently (1998 - © .
2000) for any constrtuent in. ground water samples from _
-~ the Construction debris area, the non- cancer hazard rrsk.
* for the child resident is unacceptable for ground water

‘in the- Construct1on debris. area.
_exposure: routes) Hazard Index i is 46 0 due to the metals-

Thé total (across-all |

antimony, arsenic,. iron, manganese, ‘and thallrum and the:

- organics 1,2- dlchloropropane benzene and vmyl chlo-,_

ride.

~ “For surface sorls EPAs Sozl Screenmg Guzdance User s" o
" Guide, Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response .

- EPA/540/R- 96/018 PB96- 963505 April 1996 uses 400 [
mg/kg (same as 400 ppm) as a lead screening level for- o

These rlsks are probabllltles'__. o
The

- hazard mdex is an- expression on. non- carcmogemc tox1c B
-";,»*‘effects that measures whether a person is being exposed
‘to adverse levels of non carcmogens The hazard index " .
for non- carcmogemc health risks i Is. the sum-of all con-
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'_"-reSIdentlal soil .as an appropnate screemng level for'
-+ ” inorganic | lead In the construction.debris area, lead was’
" detécted above the’ res1dent1al screening level in one of
- - the land parcels at the concertration of 695 mg/kg (695
' Z._:'ppm) Lead .was also: detected in other surface, near-
' surface_,.an_d subsurface soil samples for several other

parcels. . However -the concentrations detected were
below.the screening level, and the samples collected were

- "not sieved: It has been determined that lead is. enriched .-

in-the’ fine part1cle fraction from. sreved soil samples

".'.Therefore the soil. concentratlons measured ‘may. be an

- underestlmate of the actual concentratron of lead found in
the other parcels S

S 'The soil gas data collected in thrs mvestlgatlon as not--__

includéd in the rrsk ‘assessment. Some uncertamty in the

< ‘total média risk calculated for the land parcels is assumed. - - -
o based on the extent of soil mlgratlon that is shown to have
RN ~'occurred ‘ " '

jff;Eastern Resndentlal Ground water

‘The MCL for I, 2 d1chloropropane (5 ug/L or 5 ppb) a_~
. 'suspected carcinogen, was exceeded in a.private well in o
“ this area. “The. estlmated Srte related incremental hfetlme s
oo cancer- rlsk for this: area was 5.5 x 10- 4 whrch exceeds - .
. the 1'x 1040 1 x-10°6 acceptable rlsk range for'an. ..
" adult reSIdent Contrlbutmg to the-adult risk level: from‘ =
-ground water is-the potentral for 1ngest10n of arseriic and '
. 'the mhalat1on of benzene durmg household use. Due to
“ the high levels. of sod1um detécted in the drmkmg water,
o _there is-also concern for the adult resrdent who may | have .
- hypertensron drabetes and other heart a1lments ‘ ‘

.-'.f.i\..'_The hazard mdex value ‘of 28.95 for the child- resndent 1s:'.

. unacceptable due to- the metals arsenic, chromlum iron,

‘ o manganese, and thallium ‘and the: volatlles benzene and
l 2 drchloropropane for all exposure routes '

Recomended Changes to the CleanUp Remedy
“for the Sitg- L o

EPA proposes to amend the Slte S. ROD to modlfy the
.1993 landfill- composite, cap desrgn and to establish a
- \--_‘contlngency for further ground water. containment and ~ -

If durmg the long -term monitoring of -

‘ground water a hazardous constituent exceeds the “trig- -
oger” number a contingency remedy will be 1mplemented o

" The contingency remedy will be. developed at that time,
- to:meet’ the: performance standards of: a remedial.- action -

:‘.j.lmplemented to- decrease. the hazardous constltuents-_r :

“ ground water concentrat1on to below the trigger num--

~ remediation.

'ber w1thm a 12 month perrod of the. 1mt1al exceedence

-~ Site's pralrre plant commumty,

lSPA’s t_rigger'levels'vvill"'be based_on_ the multiple-expo- —

~ sure routes for ground water for the individual hazardous ." .
- constituent; i.e.,

inhalation, dermal contact, and inges-
tion. For potentlal human carcmogens the trigger lével

_ 'corresponds to the 1 x 104 éxcess lifetime cancer risk.
'level.. This number also corresponds with the comparison . -
'-'.values from the ATSDR Tisk _category definition, where -

there is a low 1ncreased tisk- from exposure t0'a particu-

lar carcinogen. For example ‘the suggested trigger for

1,2- dlchloropropane a carcinogen, would be.16 ppb For

mon-carcinogens, the’ triggér levels measured would be -
©.any Hazard Index value greater than 10 0 for drmkmg'.' -
~—.water oo o

The ratlonale for modrfymg the 1993 cap 1s as follows E

“"e Since the landﬁll waste mass is in contact wrth the -
water tablé, the effectiveness of the 1993 cap is. mini- © "

i leCd and therefore not cost effective.

. _’_The 1993 cap will not remove the potential threat fo - |
~. “the receptor. In this Proposed. Plan, receptors. (resi-

. dents) will be connected to the local municipal water - -

supply, therefore the mcreased cost of the 1993 cap
is not necessary.

& The archrtectural/structural requlrement of 1993 to

protect the cap’s 1ntegr1ty would have increased the
““cost or prohibited potentlal redevelopment of the

" to the City-of Elkhart for the Site. to ascertain the fea- . *

. ‘sibility of - restormg the property to productlve reuse
e An extensive ground. ‘water momtormg system wrll

be implemented to ensure the protectlveness of all

" potential Teceptors.

: 'A modified soil cover will be constructed over the “foot—--:' _
. prrnt of the entlre 60 acre landﬁll Wthh w1ll consrst of e
: 'the followmg " e St -

S -Contour and grade the exlstmg COVer;.

'_ e 'Add 30 inches of vegetated soil cover, of whlch : s
. -6 inches must be-topsoil, seeded, if possible, wrth ;-
.~ -the current on-site plant spec1es to preserve the )

- o'--An erosion layer of at-least 6 inches of soil "~ ..
' capable of sustaining the growth of'native plants;

e ‘A barrier layer consisting of at least 24 inches- of ~*
~ - compacted low-permeability (1.x 10 5 cm/sec)”

"+ soil'cover. The rationale for- the 30- 1nch soil .
~covér had to do with that area of Indiana havinga -,
~ 24-inch freeze/thaw dépth. Therefore, the bottom -

6 inches of soil will not be impacted. by the
: potentlal freeze/thaw phenomenon
e Random ﬁll/exlstmg waste;- '_ : :

e Instrtutronal controls on landﬁll property wrll llmrt R

N Y -

:Site. A brownfields-grant has been: recently awarded - -



cial. -

Constructron of the cover wrll be rmplemented to
avoid or minimize adverse effects on the wetland, .
 Final grading of the total- -cover to no less than-a 2
percent slope, after an accountmg for the antrcrpated
settlement.

Install an actrve landfill gas collectron system to -

the land reuse to mdustrral recreatronal or commer- -

"buffer zone: resrdents for a total of 35 resrdents)

e Abandon all residential private wells once the munic-
+ . -ipal water supply has been established. An appurte-

_ nant deéd restriction will be applied to each property -

" remove the gas generated in the landfill waste mass, . -©

and vent the gas to the atmosphere after treatment
- with vapor-phase : actlvated carbon to remove VOCs
and control odors. If necessary, a thermal oxida- .

. tion process:with a flare stack will be constructed as

required by Indiana Admrnrstratrve Code (IAC) 326,

' year semiannually for the next- four years; and then - -
re-evaluated. to determme the monrtorrng schedule :
for the. next 25 years - -

-Periodic inspections. A complete mspect1on of the

(LFG) colléction and treatment system, and ground
water wells.. LFG monitoring probes will be con- -

.. ducted perrodrcally during-the post-closure period.

- Periodic inspections will be- performed on a quar-

o _-terly basrs ‘during the first two years post-closure.

Followrng ‘this period, perrodrc mspectrons will be
conducted semrannually .

o Operation and maintenance (O&M) of the vegetatrve ) -

cover. for 30 years

to prohibit future private well mstallatlon and future -
ground water use. . ;

' Complete a ground water rnvestrgatron on the south

and east sides of the S_rte to determine the extent

of detected contaminants. The investigation will
_involve vertical characterization of the contaminants

to optimize placement of addrtronal long- term moni-

- toring wells.,

'_ » ' Quarterly monitoring of the soil gas to assure that the L
- performance standards of the active gas collection -
- system are functromng properly fora. duratron of one -

_Establish a long térm ground water monltormg pro-.
- gram to monitor the future ground water. conditions *
"'from all the monitoring. wells assocrated with the
- landfill, mcludmg the newly installed monitoring .

N

wells. The purpose is to determine if the ground
water threshold trigger has been initiated or to deter--

- mine if a municipal water supply should be extended' :

N

" landfill cover system, drainage structures, landfill gas .

_past the buffer zone.

‘The’ trlgger for extendmg munrcrpal water to the T
residential properties. is reached when a monitoring

well sample from the buffer zone meets or exceeds

the MCL for four consecutive samplmg events. Thrs -
is to ensure that the elévated level is representa- _
tive of ground water conditions. Nested momtormg :

- wells will be installed i in the buffer zone not'in the -

o area where the residents are still using’ private wells.

- The purpose of the monitoring wells is to find a

potential problem before it can impact the receptors.
Residential wells must be abandoned once municipal -

- _water is provrded 10 the resrdent accordrng to the .

For. the constructlon debrls area: , requrrements llsted in 3 12 IAC-13-10-2.

. Excavate the lead from the parcel that exceeded the =
" screening Tevel of 400 ppm and backfill' with clean -
- soil. Excavated soil will be drsposed of per land drs- :

posal requirements. ; ’

.. Remove all constructron debris and rubble from the
- construction debris area, and backfill with’ clean soil.-.

"o Abandon the 10 private’ wells in the construction’
-debris area. Residential wells must be abandoned -
“after municipal water is provided to the resident

. according to the Indiana Department of Natural

* Resources'requirements listed in 312 IAC 13-10-2.°
Once the private wells are abandoned at a. resrdence

"a deed restriction will be applied to that property to .
prohibit future prrvate well rnstallatron and future

ground water use.

For the resrdentlal area east and southeast of the :

- landfill; B SRR

.. Connect select. resrdents (1ncludmg a buffer zone)

* living on the east and southeast side of the landfill - AN S
to the local municipal water supply (20 selectand 15~ =~ - ! S

’ Long Term Ground water Monltormg at the Landflll

e Monitor all ground water monrtorrng wells assoc1- -
-~ ated withi the landfill for a minimum of 10 years; .
. -quarterly for the first two years. Based on the
+ . results, ground water monitoring may be decreased
- to- semrannually for the next three years. The moni-_
. toring results will be evaluated to aid in predicting
contamiriant.trends, and evaluate seasonal effects. At
“the five: -year review periods (Superfund requirement.
- _for all sites where waste remain onsite), the' ground -
- water long-term monitoring requirements will be
_-reassessed to determine the contmued frequency and '
" duration at that time. - : )

" e Implement institutional controls with deed restric--
" tions:limiting futiire ground water use, prohrbrtrng
the installation of new private ground water wells in  ~
- the Site’s vicinity, and.no drrllmg or drggmg 1nto the -
Jandfill cover. | : .



‘.. The land use réstriction in'the /993 ROD is no
" longer applicable. However, a future land use
- feasability study must be conducted by the entity

" responsible for. the redevelopment of the property to

determine the property s suitability foi-a-particular
reuse scenario. For example, any anticipated build-
“ing constructed on the Site will have to be evaluated
.- to.determine the soil gas interaction/impact on any -
*_structures on the landfill, as well as the drsplacement
of contaminated soils, wastes, etc.

e .:_Install a perrmeter fence around the entlre Site. for i .

- security.

- At each ﬁve year review,-or earher if necessary, EPA-
in. consultation’ with IDEM will. evaluate the followmg_'v,'.

e Ground water data collected durmg the prevrous
: "_—momtormg period years to detenmne trends in con-
tammant concentratlons lf any; ' :

e Effectlveness of the source control measures to pre-

'_'boundary, and -

s Potential*for the contammants m the ground water to RS

. - meetor exceed trigger levels ‘
. 'Addltronal measures may t be necessary ifan evaluatron of

.. the above cr1terra mdrcates

. Concentratrons in the ground water have not -
decreased -and - : :

. Source control measures do not meet thelr remedral
objectlves

' IDEM Concurrence

. IDEM concurs wtth the recommendatlon for the’ Srte

.-_i,Next Steps

] 'EPA will accept written: comments on 1ts recom-"f
- mendatron “during a public comment perlod from -

. April’ 11. through May 12, 2003. EPA will evaluate com-
. ments. received durmg the public comment period before
' selecting a cleanup plan for the Site. -The cleanup plan
will be. descrrbed in the ROD amendment. After the

remedlal action is chosen, EPA will meet with the par-
ties belleved responsible for the Site. If the partles are
. unable to reach an-agreement with EPA or are unwilling |

' to perform the cleanup activities, Superfund monies may..

. be uséd to pay for the cleanup action. EPA would then

" seek to recover these costs in federal court

o Glossary of Terms . .
- Admlnlstratlve Record A comprlat1on of all pertment

' R documents assocnated with any Superfund srte used to'l -

make a cleanup decision for that site. ,

Carcmogemc Risk - Rlsk that 1s obtamed by an expo—

"sure event, condltlon or effect that produces cancer.

" Cancer Potency Factor (CPFs) ‘have been derived by
‘EPA | usmg the upper 95 percent conﬁdence limit on'the
'slope of-a given dose-response curve for. carcinogenic - - -

| responses CPFs'are used to est1mate potential incremen- -

tal lrfet1me cancer risks by the approprlate route of expo-

sure and are chemical- specrfrc

- Comprehensive Envnronmental Response, Compen-' _
- sation; and Liability Act (CERCLA) - More com- -

: * ‘monly kn S fund, federal I. d i 1980,
~criteria to- determme the need for more or less remedlal o monly know as Superfund, a federa; faw passe "

- and revrsed in 1986 by the Superfund Amendments and ‘
: measures

. Reauthorlzatron Act (SARA) ‘CERCLA créated a spe—_

" cial tax that goes 1nto a trust fund, commonly known as _
- the Superfund to investigate and clean up abandoned or . o
- uncontrolled hazardous waste- s1tes Lo c

- vent contaminant mlgratron bey0nd the downgradrent '-Ground water ~ Underground water that ﬁ”S pores in

sorl or 0penmgs m rocks to the point’ of saturatron ‘Where

ground water occurs m s1gmﬁcant quanttty, 1t can be used ) o
~as a water supply = T

) '.Exposure Pathway ‘The ¢course a chem1cal takes from__i"
- the source to the eéxposed individual. An-exposure path- .
way analy51s links the sources, locations; and types.of -
“enyironmental releases with populatlon locatlons and

actrvrty patterns to determme the srgmﬁcant pathways of .
human exposure. - - : .

.

‘Exposure Route = The way a Ch'emical comes into con-
- tact with a person (e g., by mgestlon mhalatlon dermal'}
: contact) CoeT A

" Information Reposrtory ~-A-file contammg current_ '

" information, technical reports, and reference documents
'regardmg a Superfund site. The information reposrtory is
usually located in a public burldmg convenient tolocal ..

' res1dents ‘such as a library, public: school or-city-hall.. . -

In order to, provide better public access; there is often -

more than one mformatlon reposrtory for a partrcular :

' Superfund site.

Leachate ~A quurd usually ‘water from rain or snow,

that has percolated thiough landfill wastes and contains
" contaminants from those wastes, that subsequently con- -
: tammate the ground water.. :

Maximum Contammant Level (MCL) The maximum '

" _concentration of spec1ﬁc contammants allowed under the

federal Safe Drmkmg Water Act



Monitored Natural Attenuation — The use of natural
processes, within the context of a carefully controlled and
monitored site cleanup approach, to reduce contaminant
concentrations to levels protective of human health and
the environment within a reasonable time period.

Nested — A group (usually three) of monitoring wells
screened at different sampling depths near each other in
order to identify what depth the contaminants are located
in the ground water.

Parts per Million (ppm) — A common basis for reporting
water analysis. One ppm equals one unit of measurement
per million units of the same measurement.

Proposed Plan — A document that describes the remedial
alternative analyzed for a Superfund site and identifies
the preferred alternative and the rationale for the prefer-
ence.

Record of Decision (ROD) — A document outlining the
selected remedy for a Superfund Site. The ROD includes
the Responsiveness Summary, which addresses concerns

presented to EPA during the public comment period. The
ROD is signed by the director of EPA Region 5 Superfund
Division.

Soil Gas — The vapors occupying the pore spaces of
soils resulting from the decomposition of organic matter.
Methane is the most common type of soil gas.

COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

1. Present Worth Cost Estimates were based on a 7 per-

cent Multi-Year Discount Factor of 12.409.

a. Reference: 4 Guide To Developing and
Documenting Cost Estimates During Feasibility
Study; EPA 540-R-00-002; OSWER 9355.0-75;
July 2000.

b. Present Worth or Present Value cost estimate is
defined as the amount of funds that needs to be
set aside at the initial point in time (base year) to
assure that funds will be available in the future as
they are needed to fund annual costs.

2. The 1993 ROD costs were taken from /993 ROD
Table 10 Cost Summary.

Table 1. 2003 PROPOSED PLAN COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Cover 3,833,200
Construction debris area Removal 194,400
Active Landfill Gas Collection and Treatment System 1,430,300
Monitoring Well Installation 80,300
South and East Side Ground water Investigation 192,500
Construction debris area Residential Well Abandonment 4,600
East Side Residential Well Abandonment 331,200
Real Estate Filing Fees 13,900
5-Year Reviews (6) 165,000
Future Land Use FS 110,000
Residential Well Municipal Water Connections (35) 355,000
Total (Capital Cost) 6,710,400
“Annual O&M Cost 623,500
30-Year Landfill Cap O&M 18,705,000
Present Worth Cost (Single Payment 30-Year O&M) 7,738,000
Total Present Worth Project Cost (Smgle Payment Capital = O&M Cost) 14,448,400
| CONTINGENT RE MPONENTS i

Ground water Treatment System 1,658,700 7
30-Year Ground water Treatment System O&M 17,003,800
Additional Residential Commections (30 properties) 323,100




3. The 1993 ROD cost estimate did not contain detailed f. Future Land Use FS

information how the estimate was developed. g. Residential Municipal Water Connections (35)

4. The 1993 Cost Estimate did not contain the follow- 5. The 2003 Revised 1993 ROD cost estimate was
ing cost items: based on the 1993 cost with a 2 percent cost escala-
a. East Side Ground water Investigation tion over a 10-year period.
b. Construction debris area Residential Well 6. The Draft Proposed Plan Cost Estimate Summary
Abandonment was based on the “Recommended Changes to the
c. East Side Residential Well Abandonment Cleanup Remedy for the Site” section of the Draft

d. Real Estate Filing Fees
e. Five-Year Reviews (6)

Proposed Plan which included and outline of the
recommended remedy with assumptions and com-
ments.

1993 ROD Remedy 8,931,000
Consisting of:

Composite Barrier Solid Waste Cap

Active Landfill Gas Collection and Treatment System

Ground water Monitoring and Institutional Controls

Total (Capltal Cost) 8,931,000
Annual O&M Cost 210,000
30-Year Landfill Cap O&M 2,890,000
Total Present Worth Cost (1993) 11,821,000
Ground water Treatment System : ,68,70 )
30-Year Ground water Treatment System O&M 17,003,800

Table 3. 2003 REVISED 1993 ROD REMEDY COST ESTIMATE

2003 Rev1sed ROD Remedy

Consisting of 1993 ROD Components:

Composite Barrier Solid Waste Cap

Active Landfill Gas Collection and Treatment System
Ground water Monitoring and Institutional Controls

10,889,000

Total (Capltal Cost)

10,889,000

LONG-TERM OPERATION, MAINTENANCE % m ,n TORING
E;“...r. “ CA:’.‘AA . = s.: \i o _ - e R e 2 2 N x e =

Annual O&M Cost " 623,500 |
30-Year LF Cap O&M 18,705,000
Present Worth Cost (Single Payment 30-Year O&M) 7,738,000
Total Present Worth Pro;ect Cost (Slngle Payment Capltal = O&M Cost) 18,627,000
| Ground water Treatment System 1,658,700
30-Year Ground water Treatment System O&M 17,003,800




. *'-'_"Evaluatmg the Alternatlves Agalnst the N|ne Eva|uat|on Crlterla -

"~ EPA evaluated the altematlves agamst elght of the nine evaluatlon crlterla (see the table below descrlbmg the nine crrte-" B

) " ria EPA uses to evaluate an altematlve) The comminity acceptance criterion will be evaluated after public comments . =
. are received by EPA The degree to which the alternatives meet the evaluation criteria, as determmed by EPA, is shown = “
 in the table below: EPA believes that the proposed plan ROD amendment ‘meets.the evaluatlon criteria better than the -

v _September 1993 ROD remedy or the no further actlon altemat1ve

Nine EVaIuat_i_On Cr_iteria_ - ;No l:lll‘the_f Act_lon.

| 1993 ROD Remedy 2003 Proposed Plan: o
.| Selection Composite - Soil Cover, Gas Collection

| Cap with Line and : System Soil Removal, New Water
| Gas CoIIectlon Supply and Long- Term Ground

.-System © - .. water Monltonng -

l -"Overall Protectlon of Human |
. .Health and the Envrronment

2. Compllance w1th ARARs

ht 3 Long -Term Effectrveness
' and Permanence -

4. Reductlon of Toxrcrty,, R
-Moblllty, or Volume through R '
- Treatment -

5 Short- Term Effectlveness

6 ';,»Implementablllty

L 7. 2003 Total Present Worth.. - e

e e . N I N VR

R - S R 1
. . AR I oo i
~ . - - . 2l . [
: I I ' B l l | I
- . . . ;. o - B

CUSIBET000 | sladasdo0 C e

LI :'

- Meets Cr1ter1on - Partlally Meets Crlterlon - Does Not Meet Crlterlon

Explanatlon of the Nme Crltena

- --EPA uses- the. followmg nine crlterla to- evaluate the‘_'-': '
~ “cleanup alternatives. -A table’ comparmg the alternatrves'_i B

_agarnst these. crlterla is. provrded
Overall Protectlon of Human' Health and the

’Env1ronment ‘Assessment.of the degree to whlch the',;_
cleanup alternative.eliminates, reduces, or ‘controls:

- ',_threats to public health and the environment. .
2. Compliance with Appl1cable or Relevant and

- ... Appropriate Requirements:. An evaluation of wheth-.* E
"~ ¢f or not the alternative attains applicable orrelevant .
.~ and appropriate réquirements under federal environ--
* mental laws-and state envrronmental or facrlrty srtmg o

laws. :
o3 Long Term Effectlveness and Permanence The

~ Cost (Single Capltal Payment -
-+ with ( O&M Cost) S . . _ .
8. ‘State Acceptance _' E R - Accepted by Indrana Department of Envrronmental Management
1 9 ._'Community‘Ac\ceptance.'."’ N ' o o W1ll be’ evaluated after the publrc comment perlod ‘

4 Reductlon of Toxncrty, Mob111ty, or Volume Through
~ Treatment.” An‘evaluation of how well a cleanup - .
“~alternative reduces. the harmful nature.of the contam— Lo

ination at the'site; the ability-of the contamination'to

--move-from the site‘into the surrounding area; and the .
" . amount-of contaminated material. .
. Short-Term Effectiveness.- Thé length of time, need--
ed to 1mplement a cleanup dlternative is considered.
~EPA also assesses the risks that carrying out the

o

L cleanup altematlve may pose to workers and- nearby

cleanup alternative'is evaluatéd in terms of its ablhty c

'-,. . to maintain réliable protection of human health and
. - the environment over t1me -

~

"% residents.”

. Implementablllty An assessment of how dlfﬁcult

' the ¢leanup alternative will-be to construct and oper— L

. ate, and whether the technology is readily available. - .

. ‘Cost. - A comparison of the costs of each altematlve B

" Includes. ‘capital, operation, and mamtenance costs: ‘

_8'. State Acceptance. EPA takes into.account whether
1-_the state. agrees wrth the recommended change; and



o considers comments ‘from the state on the proposed Information Repos'“bd .

2 'ROD amendment and Focused Fea51b|hty Study. -

" ment to the cleanup plan presented in this fact sheet

. Community Accéptance. | EPA considers the com: The,-repOsitory is locatefi at”
* ments of local residents on the recommended amend- - Eivhart Public Library'. .~

and on the 1nformatlon in the Focused Feasibility - -Pierre Morgn Bra_nc_h_
_ Study S . o . 2400 Benhdm Ave.

Elkhart, Ind. 46517

Contact Informatlon

Comments prov1ded by the resrdents and other mterested people are valuable in. helpmg EPA demde the best

-} course of action. You may send your comments to elther person-listed below: .. . - LT

. .Gwen’ Massenburg (SR-6J) . Stuart Hill (P19 J) S
Remedial Project Manager DR Community Involvement Coordmator T
 US.EPA,Region5 = = © 'U.S.EPA,Region 5. :
77 W. Jackson Bivd. - *. 77 W. Jackson Blvd.
-« Chicago, IL 60604' ~ - Chicago, IL 60604
o _'312 886 0983 R R "_-312 886 0983 A

Publlc Meetlng Informatlon

, _ ' Wednesday, April 23, 2003
BRI co T 7200 t0 9:00 PM.
IR < "City Council Chamber_s
" ." 2nd Floor
Mun1c1pal Building -~
1229 S.'Second Street
 Elkhart, IN 46516 .-

e




Your Opinion Counts!

Public Comments Invited

Comments provided by residents and other interested individuals are valuable
in helping EPA decide whether and how to amend the remedy for the Site.
EPA encourages you to share your views about the proposed modifications to
the Site cleanup plan. There are two ways to express your opinions during the
public comment period:

* You may send your comments to Gwen Massenburg, Remedial Project
Manager or to Stuart Hill, Community Involvement Coordinator. The
contact information is provide on the last page of this document under the
“Contact Information” section. Comments must be postmarked by May
12, 2003.

e A public meeting will be held at the City Council Chambers, 21 floor,
Municipal Building, 229 S. Second Street, Elkhart, IN, on Wednesday,
April 23,2003, 7 to 9 p.m. You may submit oral comments or written
comments during that public meeting. A court reporter will be present to

record oral comments.

EPA will respond to all comments in a document called the Responsiveness
Summary. The Responsiveness Summary will be attached to the ROD amend-
ment and will be made available to the public in the information repository at
the library.
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Eﬁclosure B
HIMCO PRP LIST



HIMCO DUMP SITE PRP LIST FOR

Crosbie Foundry, Inc.
1600 Mishawaka Street
Elkhart, IN 46514-1898

Domore System Division
28652 Phillips Street
Elkhart, IN 46514

Hermaseal Company Inc.
1101 Lafayette Street
Elkhart, IN 46516

CLD Corporation
54157 Staruer Avenue
Elkhart, IN 46514

Eaz—Liﬁ Spring Corporation

1318 W. Bristol Street
Elkhart, IN 46514

Foamex Products, Inc. -
603 Industrial Parkway
Elkhart, IN 46514

Glascoat of Midwest
© 720 Collins Road
Elkhart, IN 46514

NOTICE LETTERS FOR RA
UPDATED 5/23/2003
'AACOA Company - -
727 Randolph . Henkels & McCoy, Inc.
Elkhart, IN 46514 1800 Johnson Street
' Elkhart, IN 46514

Bower Manufacturing _ _

10119-12 S. 10™ Street Himco Waste-Away Inc.
Elkhart, IN 46516 C/O Charles Himes Jr.

1224 Strong Avenue

CTS Corporation Elkhart, N 46514

900 North West Blvd L & J Press Corporation
Elkhart, IN 46516 P. O. Box 339

Elkhart, IN 46515

LaBour Pump Co.
1607 Sterling Avenue

- Elkhart, IN 46516

Selmer Division
600 Industrial Parkway
Elkhart, IN 46516

Triangle Products
2111 Industrial Parkway
Elkhart, IN 46515

Truth Publishing
421 S. Second Street
Elkhart, IN 46516

Himco Waste-Away Inc.

' C/0O Richard Paulen

Barnes & Thomburg
301 South Main Street
Suite 305

Elkhart, IN 46516

Universal Forest Prod. #1
50415 Harber
Granger, IN 46530



. Excel Industries, Inc.

W.C. Blanton, Esq '
Blackwell, Sanders, Peper, & Martin, LLP
2300 Main Street, Suite 1000

Kansas City, MO 64113

Valley Machine Prod. Inc.
1840 Borneman Avenue
Elkhart, IN 46517

Indiana & Michigan Power Co.
P.O. Box 580
Elkhart, IN 46515

Conrail Corporation
6 Penn Center _
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Elkhart General Hospital
600 East Boulevard
Elkhart, IN 46514-2499

Bayer Corporation
1884 Miles Avenue
Elkhart, IN 46515-0040

Alonzo Craft :
1616 Locust P1. #101

Elkhart, IN 46514

Miles Laboratories, Inc
C/0O Reed Oslan

- Kirkland & Ellis

200 E. Randolph
Chicago, IL 60601

Bayer Corporation
Armstrong WT Company
1000 Industrial Pkwy

Elkhart, IN 46516

Durakool, Inc.
1010 North Main Street

" Elkhart, IN 46514

ESI Meats
605 Kesco Drive
Bristol, IN 46507

Gaska Tape, Inc.
P.O. Box 1968
Elkhart, IN 46517

Hartson-Kennedy Co., Inc.

~ P.O. Box 3095

Marion, In 46953

Himes, Jr., Charles
707 Wildwood Avenue
Elkhart, In 46514

Kampco Steel Products
5733 County Road 3
Elkhart, IN 46517

.Lithotone, Inc.
1313 West Hively -
Elkhart, In 46517

North American Phillips
Risa Weinstock

100 E. 42™ Street

New York, NY 1001725599

Miles Laboratories, Inc.

Attn: Richard W.Winchell, Esq.
1127 Myrtle Street

Elkhart, IN 46515



Parr, Inc.

c/o Koopers Company

Koopers Building

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Walerko Tool & Engineering
1935. West Lusher Street
Elkhart, IN 46517

White Hall Laboratories
1919 Superior Street
Elkhart, IN 46514

Accra Pac. Inc.
2040 Toledo Road
Elkhart, IN 46516-5541

CG Conn Ltd.

c/o United Musical Instruments
USA Inc.

1000 Industrial Pkwy

Elkhart, IN 46516-5581

Continental Can

c/o C T Corporation System

36 S. Pennsylvania Street  Suite 700
Indianapolis, IN 46204

E. K. Blessing Co., Inc.
1301 W. Beardsley Ave.
Elkhart, IN 46514-1895

Easco Aluminum
23841 Reedy Dr.
Elkhart, IN 46514-8315

Elcona Homes Corp.
2200 Middlebury St.
Elkhart, IN 46516-5518

Elkhart Brass Mfg. Co., Inc
1302 W. Beardsley Ave.
Elkhart, IN 46514-1891

Franklin Press, Inc.
56850-B Elk Park Dr.
Elkhart, IN 46516-1450

Goshen Implements Inc.
64358 US Hwy. 33
Goshen, IN 46526-9291

Indiana Michigan Power
23333 U.S.20
Elkhart, IN 46514

Kropf Manufacturing Co., Inc.
58647 St. Rd. 15
Elkhart, IN

Liberty Homes, Inc.
1101 Eisenhower Dr.
Goshen, IN 46526-5309

Mor-Ryde, Inc.
1966 Moyer Ave.
Elkhart, IN 46514

Reese Products, Inc.
51671 St.Rd 19
Elkhart, IN 46514

Vincent Bach Corp. -
600 S. Industrial Pky
Elkhart, IN 46516

Wells Cargo, Inc.
1503 W. McNaughton Ave.
Elkhart, IN 46514-2243



American Plastics of Elkhart Inc.
Plant #2

US Hwy 20 W.

Elkhart, IN

Elixir Industries
Broadway Elkhart
640 Collins Road
Elkhart, IN 46516

Champion Motor Homes
(formerly Titan Homes)
58277 State Rd. 19
Elkhart, IN

Journey Custom Motor Homes Inc.

27365 Co.Rd. 6
Elkhart, IN

Yellowstone, Inc.
22400 Mishawaka St.
Elkhart, IN

Excell Industries, Inc.

c/o Jacqueline A. Simmons

Ice Miller Donadio & Ryan

One American Square, Box 82001
Indianapolis, IN 46282

Henkels & McCoy, Inc.

c¢/o Jennifer Berke

Kelly, McLaughlin & Foster
260 South Broad Street
Philadelphia, PA 19102-5092

Indiana Michigan Power Company
One Summit Square

P.O. Box 60

Fort Wayne, IN 46801

Riblet-Frame
P.O.Box 1124
Elkhart, IN 46515

Selmer Division

. ¢fo James V. Woodsmall

Warrick, Weaver & Boyn
121 West Franklin Street
Elkhart, IN 46516-3284
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INFORMATION SHEET

U.S. EPA Small Business_ Resources

and other innovative technologies.

EPA Websites

EPA has several Internet sites that provide useful
compliance assistance information and materials for
small businesses. Many public libraries provide ac-
cess to the Internet at minimal or no cost.

EPA’s Small Business Home Page (http://
www.epa.gov/sbo) is a good place to start because it
links with many other related websites. Other useful

~ websites include: -

P4 's Home Page
http://www.epa.gov

Small Business Assistance Programs
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/sbap

Campsfiance Assistance Home Page
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/oc

-Office of Site Remeadiation Enforcement
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/osre

Hotlines, Helplines and
Clearinghouses

. EPA sponsors approximately 89 free hotlines and

clearinghouses that provide convenient assustance
on environmental requirements.

o Y} Recycled/Recyciable
Printed with Soy/Canola ink on paper that contains at ieast 30% post consumer finer

S
-~

@  you own a small business, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) offers
| avariety of compliance assistance and tools to assist you in complying with federal and State
environmental.laws. These resources can help you understand your environmental obligations,
‘improve compliance and find cost-effective ways to comply through the use of pol|ut|on prevention

EPA's Small Business Ombudsman Hotline can pro-
vide a list of all the hot lines and assist in determining
the hotline best meeting your needs. Key hotlines
include:

EPA's Small Business Ombudsman
(800) 368-5888

Hazardous Waslernderqround Tanks/
Superfund .
(800) 424-9346

Naticnal Response Center

~ (to report oil and hazardous substance spills)

(800) 424-8802

Toxics Substances and Asbestos Information
(202) 554-1404 s

Safe Drinking Water
(800) 426-4791

Stratospheric Ozone and Refrigerants
Information
(800) 296-1996

Clean Air Technical Ceniuy
(919) 541-0800

Wetlands Motline

(800) 832-7828

Continaed on back



http://
http://www.epa.gov/sbo
http://www.epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/sbap
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/oc
http://www.epa.gov/oeca/osre

U.S. EPA SMALL BUSINESS RESOURCES

Compliance Assistance Centers’

In partnership with .industry, universities, and other
tederal and state agencies, EPA has established na-
tional Compliance Assistance Centers that provide
Internet and “faxback” assistance services for sev-
eral industries with many small businesses. The fol-
lowing Compliance Assistance Centers can be ac-

cessed by calling the phone numbers below ‘and at
their respective websites:

Metal Finishing
(1-800-AT-NMFRC or www.nmfrc.org)

Printing
(1-888-USPNEAC or www.pneac.org)

Autaomotive Service and Repair
(1-888-GRN-LINK or www.ccar—g.re_enlink.org)

Agriculture
(1-888-663-2155 or www. epa gov/oeca/ag)

Printed Wiring Board Manufacturmg
(1-734-995-4911 or www.pwbrc.org)

The Chemical industry
(1-800-672-6048 or www. chemalllance org)

The Transportation Industry
(1-888-459-0656 or www.transource.org)

The Paints and Coatings Center
(1-800-286-6372 . r www.paintcenter.org)

State Agencies

Many state agencies have established compliance as-
sistance programs that provide on-site and other types
of assistance. Contact your local state environmental
agency for more information. For assistance in reach-
ing state agencies, cail EPA’'s Small Business Ombuds-
man at (800)-368-5888 or visit the Small Business En-

vironmental Homepage at http://www.smallbiz-
enviroweb.org/state.html. :

Compliance incentives

EPA provides incentives for environmental compli-
ance. By participating in compliance assistance pro-
grams or voluntarily disclosing and promptly correct-
ing violations, businesses may be eligible for penalty
waivers or reductions. EPA has two policies that po-
tentially apply to small businesses: The Audit Policy
(http://www.epa.gov/oeca/auditpol.html) and the Small
Business Policy (http://www.epa.gov/oeca/

smbusi.html). These do not apply if an enforcement
action has already been initiated.

Commenting on Fedoral Enforcement
Actions and Compliance Activities

The Small Business Regulatory Enforcement Faimess
Act (SBREFA) established an ombudsman (“SBREFA
Ombudsman”) and 10 Regional Faimess Boards to re-
ceive comments from small businesses about federal
agency enforcement actions. The SBREFA Ombuds-
man will annually rate each agency's tésponsiveness
to small businesses. If you believe that-you fall within
the Small Business Administration’s definition of a small
business (based on your Standard Industrial Code (SIC) »
designation, number of employees or annual receipts,
defined at 13 C.F.R. 121.201; in most cases, this means
a business with 500 or fewcr employees), and wish to
comment on federal enforcecment and compliance ac-
tiviies, call the SBREFA Ombudsman’s toll-free num-
ber at 1-888-REG-FAIR (1-888-734-3247).

Your Duty to Comply
if you receive compliance assistance or submit com-
ments to the SBREFA Ombudsman or Regional Fair-

- ness Boards, you still have the duty to comply with

the law, including providing timely responses to EPA
information requests, administrative or civil complaints,
other enforcement actions or communications. The

_assistance information and comment processes do

not give you any new rights or defenses in any en-
forcement action. These processes also do not af-
fect EPA’s obligation to protect public health or the
environment under any of the environmental statutes
it enforces, including the right to take emergency re-
medial or emergency response actions when appro-
priate. Those decisions will be based on the facts in
each situation. The SBRE}-A Ombudsman and Fair-
ness Boards do not participate in resolving EPA’s en-
forcement actions. Also, remember that to preserve
your rights, you need to comply with all rules govern-
ing the enforcement process.

EPA is disseminating this information to you
without making a determination that your
business or organization is a small business
as defined by Section 222 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement Fairness
Act (SBREFA) or related provisions.


http://orwww.nmfrc.org
http://www.pneac.org
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